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Letters have been received from Rey. P. M’Namee, 
Portland, Me.; Rev. Ed. M’Carthy, Reading, Pa. ; 
Mr. Andrew Leoni, Lynn, Mass.; Mr. Patrick 
Doyle, Damariscotta Mills, Maine. 


We are authorized to state, for the information of 
the Catholics throughout the New England States, 
that the following is the dispensation granted by the 
Rt. Rev. Bishop Feywick to the faithful of the diocess 
of Boston, during the ensuing Lent, which commen- 
ces, this year, on the 20th of February, that day be- 
ing Ash Wepnespay, or the neap of the fast. 

1. They are allowed the use of flesh-meat on all 
Sundays, throughout Lent, without restriction as to 
number of times. 

2. They are allowed the same, once a day only, on 
the Mondays, Tuesdays and Thursdays throughout 
Lent, the first and last weeks excepted. 


3. The use of eggs, milk, butter and cheese is | 


also allowed, both at dinner and at collation. 

4. Persons who use this dispensation are not al- 
lowed the use of fish at the same meal at which they 
use flesh-meat. 


: a o 
5. The word rast, in the Catholic acceptation, 


implies a strict abstinence from every kind of food 
until the hour of noon ; yet general usage has made 
it allowable to take in the morning a warm drink of 
tea, coffee, or thin chocolate made with water, to 
which a very small quantity of milk may be added, ra- 
ther to serve as a coloring, than a nutriment. 

6. Every day in Lent, (Sundays alone excepted) 
from Ash Wednesday until Easter Sunday, is a fast 
day of strict gbligation—-that is, on no one of these 
days is it allowable to take any repast before noon. 
Besides the full meal which is taken at dinner, cus- 
tom has likewise tolerated the use of a slight collation 
at night, which collation must never exceed the 
fourth part of an ordinary meal. 

N. B. 
requested to an:ounce this regulation to their res- 
pective congregations, either before, or on Quin- 
QUAGESIMA SuNDAy. 


The Catholic clergy in the diocess are 





CHALLENGE. 
* Ah! Corydon, Corydon, que te dementia cepit !”’ 
What frenzy, shepherd, has thy soul possessed ! 

It appears from the Trurn Tetier of last week, 
that the Rev. Mr. Brownlee, a Protestant minister 
in New York, has had the presumption to challenge 
the Catholic clergy of that city to a religious discus- 
sion. The controversy is to be carried on ina series 
of letters, which are to appear successively before 
the public in that paper. We have often had occa- 
sion to admire the wisdom of the Protestant clergy 
generally, in avoiding heretofore all close collision 
with the Roman Catholic clergy, and thereby keep- 
ing out of the view of their congregations the feeble- 
ness of their arguments in support of their respect- 
ive creeds. The great cause of Protestantism has, 
hitherto, been maintained altogether by the misre- 
presentation of the true principles of the Catholic 
religion. It was in this way that its leaders first set 
out in the sixteenth century, and it is thus they have 
continued their work to the present day. What could 
have induced Dr. Brownlee, in the present instance, 


to depart from a system of warfare, which has hither- 





| to proved so successful to the cause of Protestantism || latter class—no disrespect, Dr. Brownlee—for you 
| in general, we cannot well imagine, except it be that | have recently afforded abundant grounds for such an 


1 the detection and exposure of so many of the calum- 
| nies of Protestant ministers against the Catholic 
church, and, it may be, of his in particular, in the 
| Catholic papers, that a desperate course of proceed- 
ing has been deemed at length necessary by him to 
uphold a declining and almost expiring cause. En- 





tertaining, as we do, no doubt of the issue of this || 


controversy, we only hope it may be the means of 


| others to the knowledge of the rrutH—to the know- 
| ledge of that only true church which Jesus Christ 


1 has established on earth, and in which alone there is || 


salvation. 





| 

We publish to-day the rirst letter of the Philadel- 
| phia controversy between the Rey. Dr. Hughes, of 
the Catholic church, and the Rey. John Breckinridge, 

1 minister of one of the Presbyterian churches in that 

| It is on the RULE OF FAITH, an important sub- 
| ject, which has been ably treated by that Rev. gen- 


| tleman, and which, we hope, our readers will peruse 


city. 


|| with the attention it deserves. As discussions of this 
nature cannot but be highly interesting, as well as 
instructive, we shall take care to follow faithfully the 


| controversy, and to lay before our readers the diffe- | 


We re- 
|, Joice, indeed, that so favorable an opportunity has 


rent letters as they appear in succession. 


opening his eyes and of bringing him with many | 





{| ~ ° . . . 
|| occurred of making the public, in general, acquaint- | 


|| ed with the true grounds of the Catholic church, of 
| which they have been too long ignorantin every part 


| of this country, for their own good, and the welfare || 


of their souls. 
CHURCH MUSIC. 
There is nothing more wanted, at the present time, 





than a cheap collection of easy music, adapted to the || 


| Catholie church service, both in the forenoon and | 


afternoon ; and which may be used in all the church- 
es throughout this diocess. This collection, to be 
really serviceable, should consist of one or two easy 


Masses,a Litany, the Asperges and sundry hymns, mot- 
M Litany, the Asperges and sundry hy { 


felts, &c. for the different seasons of the year, and of | 


the Vespers with the appropriate hymns, &e. for the 
afiernoon service. A gentleman has lately offered 
to print such a collection, the music to be furnished 
by the Bishop, if a sufficient number of subscribers 
be obtained, to warrant the expense. It is supposed 
that the whole can be comprised within a hundred 
pages, 4to; if so, the price will be only #2 per copy. 
At all events it will not exceed that sum. Those who 
feel disposed to subscribe to such a collection, will 
please to address a note, post paid, to the Editors of 
the Jesuit. ‘The Catholic clergy are respectfully re- 
quested also to signify how many copies of said col- 
lection they may want for their respective churches ; 
and to give notice thereof as soon as possible, as the 


work, if encouraged, will be commenced without 





delay. 
[From the Truth Teller. ] 
TO DR. BROWNLEE, 

One of the Editors of the Protestant, President of 
the ‘* New York Protestant Association,” Preacher 
in the Middle Dutch Church, Nassau Street, & c. &c. 
Drar Sir :—Few subjects connected with the be- 

lief of Roman Catholics, have elicited harsher lan- 

guage or more angry discussion, than that of the 

*“* Invocation of Saints.” ‘The ignorance of the ge- 

nerality of Protestants respecting this particular tenet 

of the Catholic Religion, is truly astonishing—and it 
is not confined to the laity alone, but is evinced in an 


appalling manner in the conduct of Ministers of the | 


Gospel. I have read many Protestant authors on 


this subject—and I have heard several Protestant || 


! 


Ministers of the Gospel treat of it in their pulpits— | 


and although I must admit that justice has been done 

us by a few, still I am compelled to say that the ma- 
jority of them have exhibited the most deplorable 
ignorance respecting a tenet, with which every Ca- 
| tholic child is familiar. 

‘| ] am inclined to think, Sir, that you are among the 


| 
| 
| 
| 


opinion. This very subject of the “Invocation of 
Saints,” was discussed at the last meeting of the 
New York Protestant Association, held in the City 
Dispensary, New York, 10th mstant ; and such non- 


sense, such stuff as was heard on that evening, is 


surely sufficient to bring a blush to the cheek of those 
immediately concerned in the miserable affair. The 
| discussion, or rather the unmanly attack against 
your unoffending Catholic brethren, was commenced 
by a Mr. Starke, of whom I know nothing, save that 
he is a most determined combattant. His arguments 
I shall not notice, for I could not allude to them 
without offending virtue. 

Sut as you took part in the discussion, and as you 
are better known than either of the two friends, who 
assisted you in your attempt to defame the Catholic 
Religion, I shall make a few comments on your ar- 
'guments. An additional motive that induces me to 

notice the proceedings of the meeting to which I al- 
| lude is, that a large number of your congregation of 
the Middle Dutch Church read these letters ; and I 
/am, therefore, anxious that they should know the 
‘whole truth” respecting their worthy Minister. I 
do not assert an untruth; for, 1 assure you, that I 
have taken especial care tocirculatethe Truth Teller 
among those of your congregation with whom I am 
| acquainted—and the effect produced on their minds 
| by a knowledge of the fact, that one of their Minis- 
| ters has so far compromised his dignity, as to asso- 
| ciate himself with a body of wreckless defamers, will 

ere long be made known to you in a way not to be 
| mistaken. 

How many of your congregation are aware that 
| you are President of the “ Protestant Association 1?” 

Why do not Drs. Kuypers, De Witt, and Knox, 
your associate Ministers, frequent the meetings of 
the ** Association ?” 
| These are questions, which, perhaps, you may 

hear more about hereafter—but at present nething 
/more on this subject. 

In your tirade against the Roman Catholies, you 
distinctly stated that you could demonstrate that they 
were as guilty of idolatry in “ invoking the prayers 
of the saints,” as were the ancient Greeks, Romans 
and Egyptians, in worshipping their tutelary Geds. 
I fear you would find more difliculty in demonstrat- 
ing this point than you are aware of—and if your 

|salary were suspended until you had demonstrated 

it to the satisfaction of candid and unprejudiced men, 
‘Ethink it not improbable that you yourself would 
soon be reduced to the unenviable condition of these 
tutelary Gods, for vou will recollect that they neither 
ate nor drank. 

The charge of idolatry, which has been so repeat- 
edly brought against the Catholic church has proved 
a mighty weapon—it has never failed to operate on 
the minds of the ignorant to our disadvantage—and 
it has served to inflame the wound inflicted by obsti- 
nate ead designing men on the religion established 
by Almighty God. It was, however, necessary, for 
the spread of the reformed religion, that this charge 
should be depicted in all its horrible colours—and 
that it has added to your side of the question many, 
who, if they had examined for themselves into the 
truth of it, would never have abandoned the Catholic 
church, | am not disposed to deny. 

Now, Dr. Brownlee, let us for a moment lay aside 
our prejudices—let us with humility and with an ac- 
knowledgment of our utter dependence on the divine 
will, fervently supplicate that we may discover and 
practise the truth. *You and I entertain very differ- 
ent opinions on a subject involving the best interests 
of man—so opposite are our views, that, if there be 
any thing like true religion, and if revelation be not 
a fiction, one of us must inevitably perish, unless we 
should have the misfortune to labor under invincible 
ignorance. 

I am a member of the Roman Catholic church— 
and if, as you say, this church is idolatrous, | must 
necessarily be an idolator, which will ever preclude 

_me from enjoying the blessings of heaven. But if, 
on deliberate investigation, it shall be demonstrated 
that the religion which I profess is not idolatrous, 
‘then you may draw your own conclusions as to the 
condition of those, who first originated this dreadful 
charge, and of those likewise, who are now busily 
engaged in giving it currency. 

You charge in the first place that the “ Church of 
Rome has other Gods beside the Lord.” You charge 
secondly that the ‘‘ Roman Catholics recommend them- 
selves to some favorite Satnt, by flattering addresses, 
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and costly presents, and often depend more on his inter- 
cession than on the Saviour’s.”” You charge thirdly, 
that the “ Roman Catholics believe that the Virgin 
Mother can command her Son to do whatever she 
pleases.” ; 

These are awful charges—and if you “ demon-| 
strate” them to be tenets of the Roman Catholic | 
church, the proof will at once be ample that she is | 
an “idolatrous” church, As you have made these | 
charges publicly and authoritatively too—and as you | 





have pronounced them a part of tie religion of Ro-|| 


man Catholics, you will be placed in a very strange | 
dilemma, if, by fair and rational argument, I shall | 
show that so far from being tenets of the Roman} 
Catholic church, they are considered by that very | 


church as blasphemous. | 
I shall now endeavor to present you with the he- | 


lief of Roman Catholics respecting the: “invocation 
of Saints,” by appealing to authorities which you | 
cannot in conscience reject, and which every candid 
man will recognize as incontestible. Afier I have 
shown you the faith and practice of the Roman Ca- 
tholic church on this subject, you will have an op- 
portunity of satisfying yourself that you are most 
egregious'y mistaken in denominating the “ tnvoca- 
tion of Saints” an “ idolatrous worship.” 

The following is the genuine doctrine of the Ro- 
man Catholie church, respecting this article, as sol-! 
ein sly defined by the Pope, and nearly three hundred 
prelates of different nations, at the council of Trent, 
in the face of the whole world: “ The saints reign- 
ing with Christ offer up their prayers te God for man; 
it is good and useful suppliantly to invoke them, and 
to have recourse totheir prayers, help and assistance, 
to obtain favors from God, through his Son Jesus 
Christ our Lord, who is alone our Redeemer and Sa- 
viour.”* You will find in the catechism of the Coun- 
cil of Trent, published in virtue of its decree,t and 
by order of Pope Pius V. that ‘ God and the Saints 
are not to be prayed to in the same mamner ; for we | 
pray to God that Ae himself would give us good things, | 
and deliver us from evil things; but we beg of the | 
Saints because they are pleasing to God, that they 
would be our advocates, and obtain from God what we 
stand in need of.”{ The catechism which is taught | 
the Catholic children, says, ‘ we are to honor Saints 
and Angels as God’s special frie:ds and servants, 
but not with the honor which belongs to God.” 

Is not this exposition of our faith respecting the 
“invocation of saints,” sufficiently clear?) Does it 
admit of an ambiguous construction ? Why then can 
you be so unjust as to impute to us doctrines, which 
we do not profess—but which, on the contrary, we 
reject as unholy and unscriptural ? 

Among other remarks which fell from you during 
the meeting of 10th instant, you stated that you “ had 
recently read in a modern Roman Catholic missal, 


that the Virgin Mother of God could command her |' 


Son to do what she pleased.” After you had finished 
speaking, a Catholic gentleman, who, I believe, was 
the only Catholic, except myself, present at the mee:- 
ing, arose and requested you to designate more par- 
ticularly the “modern Roman Catholic missal” in 
which you had read that the “ Virgin Mother could 
command her Son.” Never sha!l I forget the expres- 
sion of your countenance when this question was put 
to you—your face was suffused with blushes, and you 
looked like one confounded. Yes, Sir, so unexpected 
was this query, so appalling im its nature to your ar- 


gument, that it threw you tito a state of perfect ob- || 


livion concerning the “ modern Roman Catholic mis- 
sal,” which you had “recently” perused. ‘The gen- 
tleman, however, urged a reply to his question, and 
you exclaimed, “Ido not recollect the particular 
edition of the book, but I read it in an Irish missal 
some years ago!!!” Some of your hearers, on be- 
holding their erudite master confounded, looked 
aghast! And if there is any truth in the phases of 
the human countenance, they appeared not unlike 
men, who just become conscious that their under- 
standings liad been imposed upon. 


If you know any thing about Catholic doctrines, 


you must certainly be aware that the Catholic church 
so far from viewing the Virgin Mary as a being pos- 


sessing authority to command her Son, regard her, on 


the contrary, as inferior in every respect to him. 
And to convince you of this fact, I will quote a pas- 


sage from the Papist Misrepresented and Represented, | 


a work of high authority among Catholics, first pub- 
lished by the eminent Gother, and republished by the 


THE JESUIT. 


pressions concerning this tenet of Catholic practice | 
were erroneous. This is what might be expected 
from a generous adversary. 

So far from making gods and goddesses of the 
saints, we firmly hold it to be an article of faith, that, 
as they have no virtue or excellence but what has 
been gratuitously bestowed on them by God, so they 
can procure no benefits for us, but by means of their 
|prayers to the giver of all good gifts, through their 
/and our common Saviour, Jesus Christ. It will not 
be denied, that St. Paul was in the practice of begg- 

ing for the prayers of the churches to which he ad- 
' dressed his epistles, Rom. xv. 30, &c. ; and that the 
Almighty himself commanded the friends of Job to 
obtain his prayers for the pardon of their sins, Job, 
xiii. 8. In vain do you quote the text of St. Paul, 
'1 Tim. 2,5. There is one mediator between God and 
man, the man Christ Jesus; for ali Catholics admit 
that Christ alone is the mediator of salvation ; but if 
you argue, from thence, that there is no other media- 
tor of intercession, you must necessarily condemn the 
conduct of St. Paul, of Job’s friend, and, as we shall 
preseutly see, of your honored friend, Martin Luther. 
In vain do you quote Rey. xix. 10, where the angel 
refused to let St. John prostrate himself and adore 
jiim ; because, if the mere act itself, independently 
of the Evangelists’s mistaking him for the Deity, was 
forbidden, then the three angels, who permitted 
Abraham to bow himself to the ground before them, 
were guilty of a crime, Gen. xviii. 2, as was @lso that 





angel, before whom Joshua fell on his face and wor- | 


shipped. Jos. vy. 14. 
it appears to me, and I think you will not differ 
in Opinion on this point, that the prosperity and ad- 
/vantage of invoking the prayers of the angels, are 
perfectly plain from Jacob’s asking and obtaining 
the angel’s blessing, with whom he had mystically 
wrestled, Gen. xxxii. 26, and from his invoking his 
own angel to bless Joseph’s sons, Gen. xlvu. 16. 
The same alone are sufficiently plain, with respect 
to the saints, from the book of Revelations, where 
the four-and-twenty Elders are said to have golden 
vials full of odours, which are the prayers of th 
saints. Rev. v. &. 
| have now cited a number of authorities, in order 
to shew that the Catholic, who invcked the prayers 
of the saints, cannot in justice be considered as guilty 
of idolatry—and have likewise endeavored to prove 
that it is both lawful and profitable. How far I have 
succeeded it will remain for those to say, who shall 
give this letter a calm and dispassionate perusal. 
| You must be aware that the patriarch of Protest- 
antism, the redoubtable Martin Luther, did not find 
any thing idolatrous in the doctrine or practice of 
the Roman Catholic church with respect to the saints. 
The following is the language of this noted Reform- 
ver, and | beg you to hearken unto it: ** Who can 
deny that God works great miracles at the tombs of 
the saints. I, therefore, with the whole Catholic 
church, hold that the Saints are to be honored and 
invocated by us.””** 
Hear what this great champion farther states on 
the subject; “ Let no one omit to call on the B. Vir- 
gin and the angels and saints, that they may inter- 
cede with God for them at the hour of death.’’t 
Bishop Montague, a Protestant divine, writes as 
follows: ** 1 own that Christ is not wronged in his 
mediation. It is no impiety to say as the Catholics 
do, Holy Mary, pray for me.”’t 
Although | have cited authorities sufficient to con- 
vince any man, who argues more for truth than vic- 
tory, still | must trespass on vour patience a moment 
longer, and request your undivided attention to. the 
| following observations made on the subject now in 
| dispute, by a Protestant clergyman. ‘So black a 
| crime as this,” says the learned Parker, a Protest- 
ant divine, “ that is no less than renouncing God, is 
not lightly to be charged upon any party of chris- 
tians ; not only because of the foulness of the calum- 
ny; but the barbarous consequences,that may follow 
upon it, to invite and warrant the rabble, whenever 
opportunity favors, to destroy the Roman Catholics, as 
the Israelites were commanded to destroy the Ca- 
naanites. But, before so bloody an indictment be pre- 


will you not so avail yourself of an early opportunity || will be ample to satisfy every Protestant, who has 
of recalling the many hard things you have said of | some ‘“ other measure of truth and zeal besides hig 
them, and likewise of acknowledging tosuchas heard | hatred to Popery,” that the Catholics have been bap. 
you on the evening of the 10th instant, that your im- | barously calumniated. You will at once perceive 


Vou. 





iuiemnimaiie 





| that I have acted with perfect fairness towards yoy 
I desire no undue advantage—my sole object jg 
truth, and in order to find it | have appealed to the 
highest tribunals. I have not ina single instaneg 
attempted to carry a point by assertion, but, on the 


contrary, | have fortified my arguments by clear, 


| positive and incontestible authority. Would to God, 
‘that you would adopt the same rule in your diseys. 
'sions at the meetings of the ** Association.” J haye 
endeavored to keep my temper—and if I have used 
a harsh expression I sincerely regret it, for no one 
admires more than I do, the remark of St. Francis 
of Sales, “* A good christian is never outdone in good 
| manners.” (ee 
CHALLENGE. 

The origin of the following correspondence jg 
briefly stated. On Tuesday, the 29th inst., a letter wag 
received by the Editor of the Truth Teller from Dr, 
Brownlee, Pastor of the Dutch Reformed church, 
conveying.a controversial challenge to the clergymen 
of the Catholic church. ‘This letter was shown on 
Wednesday to the Rev. gentlemen therein named, 
We give the Doctor’s letter and the acceptance of 
the challenge. 

121 Fulton Street, New York, Jan. 28, 1833. 

Mr.. Denman :—Sirn—l see certain letters in the 
columns of your journal, addressed, from time to 
time, tome. I have not responded, and cannot in 
honor respond, until a responsible person shows hig 

/}name as their author. 

I mentioned in a letter to Dr. Bedford that I could 
not answer these anonymous letters : they seemed to 
be designed for answers to the letters in “* The Pro. 
testaut,” addressed to Dr. Power ; that anonymous 
writer seemed to consider me as the author of those, 
and hence addressed me. 

As I am, in no sense, the author or publisher of 
these letters to Dr. P., | could not be so officious as 
to put myself into the arena—far less at the bidding 
of an anonymous scribbler, who dares not to show his 
name, could I permit myself to fight a shadow. 

Now, Sir, | here publicly and formally offer to ae- 

cept your generous offer of your columns to my let- 
ters, if you will promise a responsible opponent, 
priest or prelate, to meet me in your columns. And 
| beg leave here publicly and formally to CHALLENGE 
Bishop Dubois, Dr Power, Dr. Vare la, or Dr. Lev- 
ins, to enter the lists, in a series of letters. And I 
shall attack or defend as duty may call me ; the con- 
troversy to begin as soon as convenient. I offer to 
take them individually, or as a body. 
Hoping that this challenge may be accepted in the 


| same prompt and frank manner in which tt is given ; 


and feeling anxious to hear from you or the reverend 
priests, as soon as convenient, I remain, Sir, your 
most obedient and humble servant, W.C. BRowNLEE. 


Mr. Enrron—We accept Dr. Brownlee’s “ chal- 
lenge.” But, to exclude all chance of introducing 
equivocal or irrelevant matter, to secure singleness 
of view and unity of object, to prevent shift, subter- 
fuge and cavil, “to avoid foolish and unlearned 
questions, knowing that they beget strife,” 1 Tim. 2, 
23——he is requested to state what is his rulk of faith, 
and who or what is his judge of controversies in mat- 
ters of faith. 

Joun Power, V. G. and Rector of St. Peter's. 

T. C. Levins, Pastor of St. Patrick’s Cathedral. 

Pevix Varewa, Pastor of Christ Church. 

New York, Jan. 31, 1833. 
In justice to our correspondent, C. 8. D., we take 


the liberty of informing Dr. Brownlee, that if he had 


ever expressed to us a desire to know the author of 
the letters addressed to him through our columns, 
the name would have been promptly given. These 
letters were never intended as a reply to “Enquirer” 
of the “* Protestant.” Should Dr. Brownlee still be 
fastidious, he has only to make the request, and C. 
S. D. shall be forthcoming in propria persona. 

It is gratifying, however, to us to find, that the 
great points dividing the Catholic and the Protestant, 
will be discussed in the Truth Teller, by persons 
amply competent to undertake the task. 

We tender our thanks to our indefatigable friend 


ferred against the greatest part of christendom, the na-4 and correspondent, C. 8. D. for the powerful and 


ture of the thing ought to be well understood. The charge 


venerable Bishop Challoner: “ cursed is every god- || 1s too big for a scolding word. And how inconsistent 


dess worshipper, that believes that the B. Virgin Ma- 
ry to be any more than a creature ; that worships her, 
or put his trust in her morc than in God, that believes 


her above her Son, or that she can in any thing com- | 


mand him.” Amen. 

Do you wish better authority than this to prove 
how grossly we have been calumniated? Do you 
not feel yourself that injustice has been done us? 
Can you, Dr. Brownlee, read the authorities which 
I have cited, without experiencing a compunction of 
conscience for the calumny you have assisted in pro- 

~ pagating against by far the largest portion of the 
christian world? If you were before ignorant of the 


real belief and practice of the Roman Catholics, re- | 


specting the “invocation of Saints,” 
are in possession of the actual faith on this subject, 





* Conal. Trid. Sess. 25, de invoc. 
$ Pars iv. Quis orandus. 


t Sess, 24, de Ref. c. 7. 


_soever idolatry may be with salvation, I fear, so un- 
charitable a calumny can be of no less damnable conse- 
‘| quence. It is a piece of inhumanity, that outdoes the 
savageness of the cannibals themselves ; and damns, at 
once, both soul and body. And yet, after all, we have 
_no other ground for the bold conceit, than the crude 
and rash assertions of some popular divines, who have 
_no other measure of truth, or zeal, but hatred to Pope- 
ry; and, therefore, never spare for hard words against 
that church ; and run up all objections against it into 
nothing less than atheism and blasphemy ; of which 
| idolatry is the greatest instance.”—Reasons for ab- 
| rog. the test. 
Now, Dr. Brownlee, I have done with authorities 


| 


now that you||/—for I sincerely believe that such as I have cited || self. 





j 
| 


j 


|| Spalat. + Luth. Prep. ad Mort 
| { Treat. of Invoc. of Saints, p. 118. 





} 
} 
* In purg. quoramd. artic. Tom. 1 Germet. Ep ad Georg. | 


able manner in which he has elicited the attention 
of Dr. Brownlee, to the communications addressed 
tohim. To C. 8. D. and not to us, is the eredit due 
of having caused the Rey. gentleman to come for- 
ward with the challenge which has been so promptly 
accepted.-- Truth Teller. 


| [From the Catholic Herald.} 
RULE OF FAITH. 
(To THE Rev. Joun BrecKINRIDGE :-— 


Rev. Sir :—I am extremely happy to have this , 


opportunity, not of my own seeking, to submit to your 
consideration and that of our readers, the reasons, 
which prove the truth of the Catholic religion, and 
the tendency of every other system to weaken the 
principles and sap the foundations of christianity it 
In doing this, however, I shall be careful to 
‘abstain from the use of gross or insulting epithets. I 
shall make no appeal to prejudice or passion—but 
availing myselfof those advantages which are peculiar 
‘to the cause of truth, I shall address your reason, 
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No. 6. 


ee 

through the medium of rational argument founded | amination on the principles already laid down, which 
1 shall || you are at liberty to refute.if you can, but which, if 
merely premise in addition to what [ have stated, that || you do not refute, shall be looked upon as conceded ;; 
1 discriminate between the false doctrines of modern || for | wish you to be advised, that in the whole eon- 


upon solid principles and indisputable facts. 


THE JESUIT. 
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sects and the individuals whose misfortune it is to || treversy, every inch of ground which is not disputed | 
have been educated in the belief of them, without a| by you, shall be looked upon as so much given up to 


knowledge, and sometimes without even a suspicion |, the cause of Catholicity and truth, 


of their erroneousness. Ignorance of truth is cruni- 
nal, only whenit is voluntary, and when men, through 
party attachments,prejudice,or human respect, dread 
the consequences of investigation. But even then, 


God alone is the judge before whose tribunal they | 


shall stand or fall. 1 judge no man—be the sect or 

denomination to which he belongs what it may. 
When we reflect that there was a time when the 

multitude of believers bad but one heart and one soul, 


and contrast that period with the conflict of opinions, | 
and the rivalship of creeds which have produced the | 


present distracted condition of the christian family, 


the lover of truth may find enough to make him weep | 
for charity. Then, there was one Lord, one faith, one | 


baptism ; constituting the unity of spirit in the bond 
of peace. Now, the baptism, the faith, and the Lord 


himseif are become so many topics of dispute, watch- 


words of division, and signals of contradiction. Men, 
under pretence of reforming his church, have tamper- 
ed with the integrity of christian belief, and either 
blind or desperately indifferent to the consequences, 


have burst the ligament which bound the doctrines of | 


christianity together,and left them defenceless against 
the invading spirit of infidelity. The ancient Jand- 
marks of the christian’s belief have been removed— 
the works of the citadel have been broken-down, and 


the breach once made, religion has been robbed, as | 


far as it was in the power of man’s perverted inge- 
nuity to rob her, of the very privilege and principle 
of self-preservation. 


What is the cause of this unhappy state of things ? 


What is the prolific principle that has produced such 
a harvest of creeds, in which the wheat of sound doc- 
trines is scarcely perceptible amidst the tares and 
cockie of delusion? That principle, Rey. Sir, is pri- 
vate interpretation. 


to sustain its pressure,.and is consequently falling 
apart, under its operation. "That principle, or as itis 


regarded among Protestants,that privilege,is destruc- | 


tive of anity,by making doctrine like matter,infinitely 
divisible. Let a sect be composed of only three in- 


dividuals, and, if private interpretation be adopted as | 
the cement of religious union, they will not cling to- | 
But the confessions of faith by which Pro- | 


gether. 
testants endeavor to presérve the unity of spirit in the 


bond of peace, is a practical proof that they them- | 
selves do not regard private interpretation as conser- | 


vative of truth. Let it not be said that these remarks 
warrant the charge that the Catholic religion is hos 
tile to the dissemination and perusal of the Holy 
Scriptures. | protest against such an inference ; all 
that | want to establish is contained in the spirit and 


letter of St. Peter’s declaration, that “no prophecy | 


of Scripture is of any private interpretation.” 

Now the Protestant “rule of faith” utterly reverses 
this declaration, and makes al Scripture of every 
private inferpretaiion., ‘The Protestant rule of faith 
is, if | am not mistaken, (and if I be, L will thank 
you for correction) the Bible alone. 

“The Bible alone,” then, is, you suppose, ‘ that 
infallible rule of faith established by Christ, to guide 
us in matters of determining disputes in the church 
of Christ,” 
subscribed our names. Allow me, Rey. Sir, here to 
remark, that whether you chose to recognize, or to 


deny the existence of an “infallible rule of faith,” ; 
Was to ine a matter of utter indifference. The cause | Bible as you peruse it? The former cannot be your | 


of truth would have been vindicated as much by the 
denial, as it can be by the admission. Inthe former 
case you would have reduced the religion of Christ 
to a matter of opinion, and this is precisely what you 
do, not by admitting its existence, for in this you 
were right, but by restricting it as Protestants are 
obliged to do, to the Bible alone. 

You have sufficiently defined the rule of faith by 
telling us that it was established by Christ, ‘ for the 


purpose of guiding us in matters of religion and of 


The Presbyterian church, like 
every other church that has adopted it, is too weak | 


to the existence of which we have both | 


And at the same | 
| time, | have to request of you, as an honorable ad-| 
|| Versary that in attempting a refutation, you will take 
|| up my arguments in my own words—and according 
|| to their context and meaning. 

The question then is this: Is the Bible alone, that 
practical rule of faith, established by Christ, to guide 
us in matters of religion and to determine disputes | 
\}in his church ? . 

If it is not, then it will follow, that the whole Pro- 
testant system, that is, the system of all who adopt the 
Bible alone to “ guide them in matters of religion,” 
|| hinges on a principle which is vicious and defective. 
L will now proceed to state the reasons which should 
make it manifest to every unprejudiced mind, the 
|| Bible alone, is not, and cannot be that infallible rule 
established by Christ for the purpose of determining 
disputes in his church. These reasons | will lay down 

in distinet paragraphs in orderto make them conveni- 
-ent for the purposes of reference, and to bring them 
more withinthe reach of refutation, number for num- 
ber. 

1. The rule of faith adopted by Protestants, is the 
| Bible alone—and that rule you adinit, was established 
| by Christ and infallible. The Bible includes all the 

books of the Old and New Testament, acknowledged 
| by the Protestant canon of Seripture. Now if Christ 

established the rule of faith, it certainly was not the 
Bible, for it is an historical faet, that no part of the 
| New Testament was writien for several vears, and 


| 


some of it, not until more than half a century after 
Christ’s ascension into heaven. How could the Bibl 
alone, then, be a rule of faith to those christians who 
lived, and believed, and died in the first century, de- 
fore the Bible was writien? Wad they no infallible 
rule of faiih—for they had not the Bible? Or did 
Christ establish two rules, one for them and another 
for us? And if he did, show us the evidence of the 
fact, from the Bible alone. 

Il. The belief that the Bible alone is the infallible 
rule of faith, is not only an article, but a fundamental 
article of Protestantism. Now, as it is the peculiar 
boast of Protestants that hey believe nothing but what 
is contained in the Bible, Lask you to point out the 
chapter and verse which says, that the “ Bible alone 
is the infallible rule of faith established by Christ to 
|| guide us in matters of religion, and to determine dis- 
putes.” If there is no such text, then it follows that 
the Protestant rule, is a mere gratuitous assumption, 
| unauthorized by the very document from which they 
|| profess to derive all their doctrine. This assumption 
is the pedestal on which their system stands, and I 
ask, whut supports the pedestal itself? You will tell 
me that ‘Seripture is profitable for reproof,” &c. 
I admit it, but between that and its being the only 
rule of faith there is a wide difference. You willtell 
| me that the Jews were recommended by our Saviour, 

and the Bereaus by his apostle to read the Serip- 
tures; T admit it, but all that goes no farther than to 
prove that they are profitable, &c. St. Paul com- 
mends his disciple for having been acquainted with 
the Seripture from his childhood ; [admit it, but St. 
Peter tells us that there are persons who wrest the 
Where then, I 
repeat the question, is the Seriptural warrant, for 
making the ** Bible alone” our rule of faith ? 

If]. What do you mean by the Bible alone? Is it 

the Bible on the shelf of your library? Or ts it the 


} 


Seriptures to their own destruction. 


rule of faith, and the latter is not the Bible alone, but 
vou and the Bible together. Do you then, Rey. Sir, 
look upon yourself and the Bible together as consti- 
tuting that infallible rule established by Christ ? 

IV. The Bible alone cannot he our rule of faith, 
because we are bound as christians to believe that the 
Bible is an authentic and inspired book, and this | 
defy anv one to prove from the Bible alone. 

V. The Redeemer of the world never intended that 
the Bible alone should be the rule of faith—because, 


determining disputes in his church.” Now it isalto- | it was not universally known until the end of the fifih 


gether inconsisteat with our belief of the persona! 
character and attributes of Jesus Christ, to suppose 
that he would have established this “rule of faith,” 


century, what books were to be regarded as insptred 
Scripture—consequ ‘ntly the christians of the pre- 
ceding ages were destitute of that infallible rule which 


as a means, without having rendered it competent to) you adinit was established by Christ : or if they pos- 


the end, for which it was established. 
therefore, it must be practically as well as theorcti- 
cally infallible. Otherwise it would be Incompetent 


to the end for which it was established, and could. of a Bible, before printing was invented and since, | 
neither * guide us in matters of religion, nor deter- were they on this account—are Protestants now who | 


mine our disputes.” It would be a mockery ; more 


worth of the Arabian impostor, than of the Son of 


God. The “infallible ‘rule of faith” then, which 


As a rule, 


Besides, consider the millions who believed in Christ, 
and could not read, or could net possess themselves 


cannot read. destitute of a rule of faith ? 
VI. The Protestant rule of faith is not the infalli- 
ble rule established by Christ—for, the object and 


you have admitted in our regulations for this contro-| end of that rule was to “ determine disputes in his 


versy, must be infallible, not only in itself, but in its 
application to the purpose of its establishment, so as 


to give those who abide by its decision an infallible | among the sects that have adopted it; since the ori-| 


certainty that they abide in the doctrines of Christ. gin of christianity, not so much as one single “ dis-| 


Let us now examine whether the Protestant rule 
of faith—the Bible alone—is competent by practical 


application, to the end for which such a guide was. by private interpretation, has given rise to all the | 
In other words, || hi 
let us see whether your definition of that rule, as a’, the Swedenborgian, have as good a right to under-| 
Protestant, does not conflict with your admission of | stand its meaning as you. They protest against the }) 
I shall conduct the ex-. doctrines of the Catholic: church as you do; they 


established by the Saviour of men. 


its existence as a christian. 





church :” and it is an undeniable fact that whilst this | 


false rule has given rise to interminable controversy 
pute” has been determined by the Bible alone ! 
_ VII. The Bible alone, or the Bible operated upon 


| heresies that exist. The Socinian, the Universalist, 





sessed arule atall, it certainly was not the Biblé alone. | 


- ee 
| have the same rule of faith, the Bible alone, and is 
' theirs the infallible guide appointed by Christ? His 
rule, you admit was infallible, can you say as much 
of theirs? His rule was conservative of unity in his 
doctrine. Is yours ? 

Vill. Do you not admit that in holding the Pres- 
hyterian doctrine you may be in error? If so, then you 
must admit the possibility of the Socinian’s being right 
—especially as he follows the principle which you re- 
commend to all, as the infallible rule of faith, estab- 
lished by Christ to guide us in mutters of religion— 
the Bible alone. Now 1 ask, is it consistent for you 
to exclude the Socinian from the pale of christianity, 
whilst you are compelled to.admit by your own rule, 
that vour belief may be false, and his may be true! I 
say you are compelled as a consistent Protestant, to 
make this admission—and & am prepared to prove it. 

IX. If the Bible alone be the rule of faith, it must 
be the Bible according to each one’s interpretation. 
Now, Rey. Sir, let me suppose a case to illustrate my 
meaning, I will nmagine tour Presbyterian clergy- 
men reading the Bible—yourself being included in 
the number. ‘The one becomes persuaded that Uni- 
tarianism is the doctrine of the Bible, The other that 
it is universal salvation; the third that the doctrine 
of Swedenborg, is the true doctrine, according to 
Scripture. I ask you whether these brethren would 
not be bound before God as honest men, to quit your 
church and embrace respectively these different sys- 
tems, which according te the Protestant rule of faith 
are found (relatively to them) in the Bible? I say 
they would—and T eall on you for the proof of the 
contrary. But this is not all. What if a ray of di- 
vine heht should break in upon your own mind—Ww hat 
if the scales of prejudice should fall from your eyes 
in the perusal of the sacred page, and you should see 


} 


or imagme vou saw, the evidence that Christ estab- 
lished a cluurch to which be communicated the attri- 
bute of infallibilitv, and that this church can be no 
other than—shall I say it !—the Roman Catholic 
church—lI ask again, under such a persuasion would 
vou not yourself be bound befere God, to embrace the 
doctrines of that church—even at the risk of being 
ralled an idolater. L say vou would. T mention these 
Various operations of your rule of faith, to show that 
the 
matters of religion and determine disputes im his 
chureh”’—a principle which in application, ts found 
to work the destruction, instead of the accomplishment 
of the ends for which it was instituted. For these 
reasons, then, [ say it is impossible that the “ infal- 
lible rule of faith” established by Christ should be 
the Bible alone. And consequently that the Pro- 
testant rule is false. 

X. The doctrines of Christ were delivered to man- 
kind, and beheved as positive truths, or facts, about 
which there could be no ground for disputation. Now 
the object for which an “infallible rule of faith was 
established” by our Saviour, was to guard these eter- 
nal and unchangeable truths, or facts, from being 

| confounded with, or lost in the erring speculations of 
men, who, he foresaw, would endeavor to supplant 
him, by substituting their epimiens for his. doctrine, 
and teaching error in his name. And this being the 
case, Is it not as clear as noon-day, that the Protest- 
ant rule is not the rule established by Christ. Why ? 
Because instead of teaching the doctrines of Christ 
as positive truths, facts, it merely submits them to its 


Yedeemer never did establish—* to eude us in 


votaries as opinions, he'd by the preacher, agreed te 
by those who drew up.the confession of fauwh, and 
supposed to be contained in the Bible. But supposed 
hy whom? by the members of the seet. And sup- 
posed how long? just until a charge comes over the 
spirit of private interpretation. Sir, the most vital 
tenet of christianity, the Divinity of Jesus Christ, if 
brought in contact with the Protestant rule of faith, 
will be dissolved by the very touch, into a matter of 
speculation and mere human opinion, whereas Jesus 
Christ ngver inculeated the belief of an epinion.— 
Therefore, the Protestant rule of faith, so far from 
being the fountain of infallible assurance as to what 
doctrines we should believe, is on the e« ntrary the 
very parent of uncertainty, and cannot consequently 
he that ‘infallible rule established by Christ, to guide 
us in matters of religion, and te determine disputes 
in his church.” 

I might still multiply these arguments, but it is un- 
y. The conclusions are fairly drawn, and I 
hold myself prepared to prove the premises and vin- 
dicate the reasoning whenever they ore called in dis- 
pute. The question is not how,many great and good 
men have been involved in the same delusion as your- 
self with regard to the rule of faith. The question is 
not how many brilliant minds have been warped, and 
turned aside from rectitude of judgment on the sub- 
ject of religion, by adopting or inheriting from birth 
and education, a principle of guidance in religion, 
which principle, when examined is found to be in it- 
self repugnant to reason, unauthorized by Revelation, 
and in its practical consequences utterly subversive 
of the doctrines of christianity, by reducing them to 
the uncertainty of mere opinion. But the question is, 
what is “that infallible rule established by Christ to 


necessary. 


| guide us in matters of religion, for the purpose of 
determining disputes in the church of Christ,” whose 
existence vou have recognized ! 

The cause of truth requires that you should meet 
my arguments and refute them, article for article. 
What course you will adopt to accomplish this, it is 
difficult for me to conceive. 


; 


} 


But L am satisfied that 
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our readers will not be content with that sliding sys- | 
tem of controversial tactics by which the opponents | 
of the true religion are accustomed to “ slurthe notes” | 
of an argumeat, Which they cannot answer. One part | 
of this system is, to draw consequences from our lan- | 
guage which we never intended, and then refute their 
own deductions, instead of taking up the real difficul- | 
ty, and grappling with the reasons by which it is sus- } 
tained. Another is, to appeal to party feelings, and | 
touch the string of prejudice against the Catholic re- 
ligion. I know that there are individuals in every 
Protestant denomination, who are notto be operated 
on by any or all the resources of evasion. There are | 
men of every denomination, who with a candid,honest, 
and impartial mind, will judge our arguments accord- 
ing to their intrinsic evidence—I ask no more. 

The importance of determining the question of the 
rule of faith must be manifest to all who reflected on | 
the subject. 
of weights and measures used in the disposal of mer- 
chandize ; whenever the merchant uses false stand- 
ards, he is certain to cheat his customers or himself. 
It is then, Rev. Sir, useless for you to condemn the 
doctrines of the Catholic church until you shall have 
proved that the rule by which you judge them, is the | 
infallible rule. The doctrines of christianity have 
been regarded by the Catholic church from the be- 
ginning, as fixed starsinthe firmament of Revelation. 
She ascertained and certified their existence by the 
same infallible rule, (or if 1 be allowed to continue 
the figure) the same telescope which she reéeived 
from Jesus Christ himself, as the true and only true 
medium of observation.. By this means she knew 





| 


i 
} 
| 
i] 
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In controversy, it is like the standard | 


| thing but the truth. 


them from the commencement, by this means she de- | 


fined more clearly in her general councils, their ex- 
istence, relative position and influence as occasion 
required—and by this means also, she was enabled to 
detect the “ new lights,” which men in every age at- 
tempted to plant in her firmament. Thus it was, that 
amidst the contending elements of heresy, on the 
right hand and on the left, she has pursued the even 
tenor of her way, imparting to all nations, and to all 
generations, as she passed the knowledge of the doc- 
trines which her founder, Christ, commanded her to 
teach and preach to every creature. Some fifteen 
hundred years after her establishment, a few indivi- 
duals rise up in the might of private opinion, and as- 
sert that the church had fallen into error, begin to 
teach new doctrines, and reject others which had al- 
ways been believed. This act is what is called in 
history by the specious name of Reformation. At 
first they professed their willingness to abide by the 
decision of the church, touching their opinions, but 
as soon as the church by applying the proper medi- 
um of infallible discernment had pronounced their 
opinions to be contrary to the doctrines of Christ, as 
soon as she had refused to raise their “‘ new lights” 
to the dignity of fixed stars in the heavens of belief 
—from that moment it was determined that they 
should declare themselves independent of the church, 
and that they should fabricate a “telescope” of their 
own. They have done so, but neither could this de- 
termine what were the fixed and immutable doctrines 
of christianity. The German Reformer wished al 

men to see as he saw—but the medium of observa- 
tion which was correct at Wirtemberg, was found to 
be deceitful at Geneva, and thus every man who felt 
himself called upon to labor in the Reformation, be- 
gan by making his own telescope. And not only this, 
every individual is furnished with a pocket spy-glass 
—by which he has a right to judge the doctrine of 
his minister, and see whether it is conformable to the 


discoveries of the great telescope, contained in the | 


* confession of faith’—to judge of the confession it- 
self, and see whether it is conformable to the Bible— 
and te judge of the Bible and see whether it 1s con- 
formable to his—spy-glass—that is, private interpre- 
tation. 

Thus, Rev. Sir, thus it was that you judged of the 
Catholic doctrines of christianity in your letter which 
gave occasion to this controversy. You say it is our 
faith that is contrary to the doctrines of Christ; I 
say it is not our faith, but your spy-glass ; and I pro- 
test agaimst your mensuration of either Catholic or 
Protestant doctrine, until you shail have proved that 
your insirument of measurement, is the “infallible 
rule of faith established by Christ,” as expressed in 
our articles of agreement. Now the Westminster 
confession of faith, to which, some will contend that 
you pay greater deference than to the Bible itself, 


declares that “the infallible rule of interpretation of 


Scripture is the Scripture itself.” But be it remem- 
bered that this is the enactment not of the Bible, but 


of a number of men, assembled at Westminster, An- | 


no Domini 1647, by order of Parliament, to make a 
religion for the united kingdoms of Great Britain and 


Ireland. And I leave it to any man of common sense, | 


if this rule of interpretation, which they call infalli- 
ble, is not a mere sophism—seeing that the Scripture 
to be interpreted and the Scripture by which it is to 
be interpreted, are both equally subjected to the pock- 
et-glass of the reader’s private interpretation. Would 


it not be absard to say that the laws of this common- | 
wealth expound their own meaning without a judge ? | 


The same confessign of faith says that “the supreme 
judge by which all controversies of religion are to be | 
determined,can be no other but the Holy Spirit speak- 
ing in the Scriptures.” But this is only begging the 
question and does not reach the difficulty :—Seeing | 
that the subject of dispute turns precisely on this’ 


| 


| as such they have been guarded and vindicated by the 


‘ance. The only object I have had in view, is to show 





THE JESUIT. 


question, what does the Holy Spirit say ?—“ speaking 


in the Scriptures.” 

You will observe, Rev. Sir, that I have said nothing 
on the subject of the Catholic rule of faith—which, 
however, cannot but be considerably, though indirect- 
ly strengthened, if my arguments against the Protest- 
ant principle cannot be met by evidence stronger on 
the other side, than those I have put forth. It only 
remains for you to show that the Protestant rule of | 
faith, isthat “ infallible rule established by Christ to 
guide us in matters of religion and to determine dis- 
putes in his church.” 

The Scriptures are indeed the inspired word of God; 


church. God forbid that I should ascribe to them, the | 
errors of those who claim to walk under their guid- 





that the rule of faith adopted by Protestants, is a rule | 
which will lead infallibly to the abuse of the Scrip- 
tures, and to the destruction of the revealed doctrines 
of christianity. The Bible alone, in other words, 
private interpretation may serve the purpose of the 
Presbyterian against the Catholic, but it will equally 
serve the purpose of the Socinian against both. 


In the course of this letter I have spoken with en- |) 


tire freedom of the principles of Protestant doctrine. | 
If any one should be offended at this, I beg such a) 
person to remember that you invited me to the dis- 
cussion; and that, having accepted the invitation, it | 


would not be generous to find fault with me for | 


speaking the truth, and the whole truth, provided I 
give facts and reasoning to prove that 1 speak no- | 
Yours, very respectfully, 

Jno. Huaues. 


P. S. In your last letter, published under the head 
of private correspondence, you introduced several | 
topics which are certainly foreign to the occasion of | 
this controversy. The first is, quotations from your 


| s eee 
| letter in the Christian Advocate, to shew that you 


were obliged to answer the difficulties presented to 
you in the Baltimore manuscript. Now in reference | 
to this, I have already stated that [ professed to know 
nothing of the matter, until your letter published in 
August and September made it public, that you had | 
challenged, * priests and bishops,” to this discussion, | 
the whole field of controversy. 
The second is, that you represent me as having, | 
in a letter addressed to the Editor of the Philadel- 
phian, arraigned the clergy of some half a dozen of 


Protestant denominations for manifesting a spirit of | 


retreat during the cholera. This may, of course, en- 
am . i ¢ ; 

list the feelings of those clergymen against me as a 
| public accuser ; but [ appeal to the letter itself and 


to the recollection of this community to say whether || 


I preferred any charge of my own against them. On 
the contrary, I took up the charges as they had been 
preferred by a correspondent of the Phitadetphian, 
signed by “a Presbyterian,” against the Protestant 
'clergy, for abandoning their posts at such a time. It 
/was in the act of replying to these charges of his cor- 


|respondent, by the Editor, that the unfortunate in- || 


| 
{ 


| 
| 


| 


sinuation was made against the moral purity of the | 
° . - | 
| Catholic clergy, which, after all, may have been a 


lapsus penne. This being the case, how could you 
|represent me as the person framing accusations 


/against the clergymen of all the denominations men- | 


tioned somewhat ostentatiously in your last letter ? 


| Now, however, I assert, that the testimony of the | 


| physicians who attended in the cholera hospitals, and 
who periled their lives in the duties of their profession, 
| would go far to establish the charge as suggested by 
“a Presbyterian.” 

Lastly, you take great pains to show in all your 


sure “sanctuary quietude,” 


intimating thereby the advantages which my situation 


\letters how much you have to do, and how much lei- | 
remains on my hands, | 


| gives me over you in the conducting of this contro- | 


versy. Be assured, Rev. Sir, that if I thought the 
| public could be interested in the detail of my avoca- 
| tions, I also, could make out a tolerable list of duties ; 
But, to make your mind easy on the subject of your 
official occupations, I beg to state that L am prepar- 
ed, if God give me health, to sustain the Catholic 
j argument against any or all the clergymen of the 
Synod or General Assembly, provided he or they 
| 


wrife with your signature and adhere to the rules. 1 

make this remark not by way of boasting, but be- 
| cause you allude to, and dwell as I think, too em- 
| phatically on the multitude of your official duties. 
| My confidence is not in my own abilities, that would 
be a poor and pitiful reliance, but it is in my cause— 
| truth and her eternal evidences. Jno. Hucues. 











Eruption or Mount Hrnxa.—A violent eruption of Mount 
Etna took place on the 17th and 18th of November, which de- 
stroyed Bronte, a town situated nine leagues from Catania, 
and which contained a population of ten thousand persons. 








WILLIAM P. M°’KAY, 
WATCH MAKER, 15 Water St. (be- 


tween Congress and Devonshire Streets) 
. . has’on hand an assortment of warranted 
wie) watches, which will be sold cheap for cash 
We or exchanged on the most reasonable 
terms. 
the first quality, Rhadiographic and other | 
. ; pens, together with a general assortment 
of watch trimmings. Watches, clocks, and music boxes of 









wile ~) 





|enough perhaps to turn the scales of comparison.— | 





| Patrick M’Cusker, 12 months. 


Ca 


is 


Married in the church of the Hoty Cross, by the Rev. Mg 
Tyler, since the last Jesurr, Mr. Thomas ney to Mise 
Ann Maguire. Mr. John Barnidge to Miss Lydia Simmong, 
——By the Rev. Michael Healy, Mr. Barnet Harkins to Migg 
Margaret O'Donell——Mr. James Cauny to Miss Elizabeth 


Vo. 














| Harley. 








Interments in the Catholic burying-ground since the publi. 
cation of the last “ Jesuit.” 

Michael Falvy, aged 13 months———Agatha Farmer, 52 yyy, 
——Ellen M’Ginn, 3 weeks. Johanna Callaghan, 10 wks, 
Margaret Connell, 38 years, 




















[Selected for the Jesuit.] 
O gracious God! O Saviour sweet ! 
O Jesus! think on me; 
And suffer me to kiss thy feet, 
Tho’ late I come to thee. 


Behold, dear Lord, I come to thee 
With sorrow and with shame ; 
For when thy bitter wounds I see, 

I know I caused the same. 


O sweetest Lord! lend me the wings, 
Of faith and perfect love ; 

That [ may fly from earthly things, 
And mount to those above. 


For there is joy both true and fast, 
Nor cause eer to lament ; 

But here is toil both first and last, 
And cause oft to repent. 


But now my soul does hate the things 
In which she took delight ; 

And unto truer, the king of kings, 
Would fly with all her might. 


But O! the weight of flesh and blood 
Does sore my soul contain ; 

Unless thy grace work, O! my God, 
I rise but fall again. 


And thus, dear Lord, I fly about, 
In weak and weary case ; 

And, like the dove Noah sent out, 
I find no resting place. 


My wearied wings, sweet Jesus, mark, 
And when thou thinkest best, 

Stretch forth thy hand out of the ark, 
And take me to thy rest. 








—— —___| 





WELROY---TAILOR, 

No. 12, East Conner Warren Avenuk, CHARLESTOWN, 
ESPECTFULLY informs his friends and the public that 
he carries on the above business with the strictest atten- 

tion to punctuality. He flatters himself that from his experi- 

ence in the various branches of his profession, he shall be ena- 

bled to give the utmost satisfaction to those who may please to 

honor him with their commands. Navy and Military work 

| done in a first rate style, and with despatch. Feb. 2. 
A NEW VERSION 

™F the Catechism of the Council of Trent, publishing by 

A James Myres, near the Cathedral, Baltimore. 

The Catechism of the Council of Trent is a work of such 
acknowledged merit, and of such extreme utility, that it ought 
to be in the hands of every Catholic family. 
faithful explanation of the whole doctrine of the Catholic 
church. How important it was deemed by the fathers of that 
celebrated council, may be gathered from the decree comman- 
ding its compilation. ‘That the faithful may approach the 
| Sacraments with greater reverence and devotion, the Holy 
Synod commands all Bishops not only to explain, in a manner 
accommodated to the capacity of the receivers, the nature and 
| use of the Sacraments, when they are to be administered by 
themselves ; but also to see that every Pastor piously and pru- 
dently do the same, in the vernacular language, should it be 
necessary and convenient. This exposition is to accord with 
a form to be prescribed by the Holy Synod for the administra- 
tion of all the Sacraments, in a catechism, which Bishops will 
take care to have faithfully translated into the vernacular lan- 
| guage, and expounded to the people by all pastors.’”’—Cone. 
Trid. Sess. 24, de Ref. ¢. 7. 

In accordance with this decree of the council, and at the 
solicitation of many friends, the Rey. J. Donovan, Professor in 
the royal college of Maynooth, Dublin, lately undertook to 
make a new translation of the catechism into the vernacular 





| tongue, which he has executed with much ability and scrupu- 
|| lous fidelity ; and it 1s this new version which is now, for the 


|| first time, offered to the American public. 


The work will con- 


|| sist of near 600 pages, large octavo, and will be neatly and 


Also pen and pocket knives of | 





every description carefully repaired and warranted. Patron- 
age is respectfully solicited. eptf Jan. 5. 


| carefully executed according to the Dublin edition. To sub- 
| scribers it will be offered at $1.50 put up in boards, with linen 
backs ; to non-subscribers at $1,75. 

tc? All communications must be post-paid. 


THOMAS MURPHY’S 
BOARDING HOUSE, 
Federal Street, No. 23, Corner of Franklin Street, 
BOSTON. 


~-« SOHN NUGENT, 
ENERAL Cabinet Furniture, Chair, Feather Bed, and 
Mattress Warehouse, No. 25 & 27 Cornhill, late Market 


Feb. 2. 





Street, Boston. ‘ 


N. B. J. N. would recommend to persons from the country 
wanting to purchase Furniture, to call as above and examine 
for themselves, before they purchase elsewhere. Jan. 5. 


MR. WALL, gf. 
ERFORMER ow rue Irisu Harp, respectfully informs 
the ladies and gentlemen of Boston and its vicinity, that 
having left Mrs. Duschene, he is ready to attend parties im 
families, and amuse them with various airs upon the Irish 
Harp, the only instrument of the kind in the city. He has @ 
good collection of national melodies, waltzes, marches, quad- 
rilles, &e. and his terms, which will be moderate, can be made 


ral and Franklin Streets, or at No. 5, Milk Street. 
Feb. 9. 














It is a record and’ 





known by applying at P. Mooney’s Bookstore, corner of Fede- » 
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